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Isolation and degradation characteristics of haloalkaliphilic high molecular—weight polycyclic aromatic hydro-
carbon—degrading bacteria

FAN Rui—juan, LIU Ya—qin, ZHANG Xiu

(College of Biological Science & Engineering, North Minzu University, Ningxia Key Laboratory of Microbial Resources Development and
Applications in Special Environment, Key Laboratory of Fermentation Engineering and Biotechnology of State Ethnic Affairs Commission,
Yinchuan 750021, China)

Abstract: To obtain the haloalkaliphilic high molecular-weight polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon (PAH) — degrading bacteria and study
their degradation characteristics, six haloalkaliphilic strains (SYP-1, SYP-2, SYP-3, SYP-4, SYP-5, and SYP-11) were isolated from oil-
polluted soil in the Yanchang oilfield with pyrene as the sole carbon and energy source in a mineral salt medium with a salinity of 5% and a
pH of 8.6. Based on morphological observations, physiochemical characteristics, and 16S rRNA sequences analysis, SYP-1 was identified
as Delftia sp.; SYP=2, SYP-4, and SYP-11 were identified as Marinobacter sp.; and SYP-3 and SYP-5 were identified as Bacillus sp. A
preliminary degradation ability experiment showed that 42.3%~68.8% of pyrene with an initial concentration of 50 mg- L' was degraded
and 27.0%~49.4% of benzo(a)pyrene with an initial concentration of 5 mg+ L' was degraded by the six degrading strains in 7 days. Four
strains (SYP-2, SYP-3, SYP-4, and SYP-11) with high degradation ability for pyrene and henzo[a]pyrene were selected to analyze the ef-
fects of different salinity and pH on the degradation efficiency of pyrene. In the range of 0~15% salinity or pH range of 5~10, all four
strains showed efficient degradation ability of pyrene. Thus, the isolated strains have high salinity and alkali resistance, and great potential
to degrade high molecular weight PAHs above four rings.
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AT IR - 8 T Y — B Y AT DG TR 1Y
IS, AL A Pl A = A K s R
K TS gy R A SRk i A . AR A
) — R S, 2 3595 48 (Polycyclic aromatic
hydrocarbons, PAHs) HL A MG Kk 2tk A&

ST SN SR e v b1 S I o = Bt S O A

Horp 16 Ff PAHSs #% 35 E F {2 J5) (US EPA) 81k “ It 5%
RGN, — B HA 44 K 4 DL ORI
T PAHs 76 38 b i 2 s R B AR &
BRI, PAHSs 76 /5 5 B PR 85 P (9 i /K M B0, DA
FER T AEAREE A 1, X AE S Sl i K
) fE D,

A Y16 52 76 PAHs PG EEAERH .
YRR AR B E DR R, AN BRI AR T
PE B S ML B AR SR R AE R s A R
e PEAE FEM, AT R PAHS AR 0 A0 45 4N TR L EL
DRUFNEZE , o 2 R A R 28O B h R4 E 2R
IEAh, PAHs M AE W) AR AR R R B E iR B FIL A &
I FE B I AR X TIPS PAHS, Bl —2££2 3 3
) PAHs, INZE B JE L2555, 2K PAHS 431 45 14 A
B EUA R R KV TR 5 DA B SR 40 2 15 5
T8 FH A0 B f TR AR . X F 4 3R ) 4 BRLA_E 19 PAHS, i
FHAFEE 4% BT = % ARMEDL AL, i HL
IKIETEZE IEa e PE R | R - K 4 e 2R B, B
152038 R 2ESCBR R b th 15 et
J A AN TR, BN IR A Y% PAHS Y R fif
Ak, WAEEER A A IS S T i I
PAHs A= PR fife 33 2 Ry 3 46 B2 mT B 2 5 | g JE g 4k
T WA N B TS5 R A T A 2 A8 TE | S T 52 1
BT TE A A e T A A ) N R R
A BB PR rp U D/, AT B AR A A AR T
PR — AR e B A K B RS L, vk v R T 4y
N BEVEER T P BV SR TR AR s g AR TR . Hi  3E
HAERE N 1%~3% YRR R WG E 16, 3%0~15% H
B, KT 15% I imiE . HEr, A
TG Y 3 Tl S ER K K RN R DU R E
GBS T — 2 PAHs FEER TR (HCHB 43 g 6 1 L RE LA
fIR3F PAHs S ME—f I A A IR A K . Hedlund S5 A
TV VLR TR o L AR B LA 28 Sk O — Rl Y5 R RE T
He KA IE ER T NAG-2N~-113 I NAG-2N-26, Z A= 7%
SEEE A A AR K 16S vDNA Fe X 26 B He g F
Neptunomonas naphthovorans , Wi #% B 7] € pH 6.5~8.5
DL R P 1.75%~7.0% HIFE N AR o Cui S5MEL

TR IR LA 20 B ARG — PR IE ER A AD-3, 28 16Sr
DNA FXF %55 4 Martelella , %W RETE 3% IELFE T .6
d PR 200 mg - LAY FE 58 4= R fig , (H AN RER FHCTE |
BB ORI PR F R P PAHs . D [ S5 5 3% DL K
Y6 (Myroides odoratimimus strain) G& LA F& 28k B
— B RN IR IEA AR, 7R BE AR 4R 5 B 200 mg -
L7 A NaCl 35 4 7% BOAAF T e fER AR 28 °C, pH
1 6.0, D=1, 168 h fiff J: AL F it 3235 5] 67.5%. Wang
SN AT IS e R b o B — AN TE 10% YR T 2%
PEF BELAIE M — B AR KA BT A CY -1, 2L
W EEREER IR Marinobacter ¥ . T3 B F Y REGE 1EER
PRI b B A = PR PAHSs RO B BRE LD, EEAR e
Bacillus . Halomonas . Cycloclasticus . Mycobacterium .
Pseudoalteromonas . Thalassospirasp R gl I,
BEXS PAHs V5 G Eh i 13 , 5T 2 W8 £ B AR ) %
DR DL PRI e £R BB PR EE o PAHSs AR RCR

AMWTSE LLEE A ME—BRIEARE IR , MACHA 2 ATl T
e F) ity FH - 3 v 5 26 HH AT A A o 2R PAHs B I 3 B8
TR, I DN BRAA RE I TS SR BRI A ] 56 B85 X e i
KA B R S5 7 DO HEA T TR0 B AR5, %) 3 o KA
1= P8 PAHs B9 GUAE W) G IR AN S S 3L B PR 45 Hh PAHS 75
PR BUEY B E RAREEE

I MRS

1.1 R34
L1 Afrifis Y+ 35

AT G R B Rl IR
1.1.2 {594

PLEE R I [a] e 435V R 4 P15 B8 PAHSs AR
FVEis ey, Al Y>08%, W I AL A YR
AR F]

BE AR I [a] 66 BV A T < LATNTR R 95 35, 43531
Beii 5 g L7 H10.5 g L7 (8 ¢ 114 A T 925 VR I [a] B
B PR R v 9, 9T P 2 K TR (121 °CL, 20 min) A9 0.22 um
LI BEBR TR , 4 CUKFHPRAT 25 .

1.1.3 B33t

TR 5% 1) & IR LR ELH BT

ToHLER 55 F5 W : (NH9)S0,s 1 g, K,:HPO, 0.8 g
KH,PO, 0.2 . MgS0.-7H,0 0.2 g.CaCl,-2H,0 0.1 g . %
% 0.05 g NaCl 43.5 g MgCl - 6H,0 6.5 g FI T
% FeSO,+ 7H,0 0.012 g, MnSO, - 7H,0 0.003 g.ZnSO, -
7H,0 0.003 g. CoSO, - 7TH,0 0.001 g. (NH4)sMosOs, -
4H,0 0.001 g, ZZ /K EAE 1 L, M pH H 8.6,
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121 °CZK T4 20 min,

TOHLER A8 25 3 . R TOHLER 55 R W m A
2% 113 , pH 8.6, 121 CK B 20 min, il /1% 37 3L F
M, R HE 5 B 0.5 mL B 3 S BR 1 0 BRI (5 g
L)W TR, R VIR R 5 T 18— 2 2 A [ A

FREBEEAMERE FRES e, A 10g,
NaCl 43.5 g,MgCl,-6H,0 6.5 g, 7818 /K EZ £ 1 L, pH
8.6,
1.2 R FHE
1.2.1 WEERTKE PR PAHs FRAR TH 1Y & 4 alifk

PLYE A ME—Ri U5, R 2 i i i B A
T VR B2 11 7 1% PAHs B B EA T 45 0 RIS ¢
A5 Y 8, AR 45 mL ICHLEREE SR R L A
0.25 mLEE BRI EE 2R o0 25 mg - 17", 30 “ClE AR
PRBEEE SRR SR 5 d BURE S mL, LA $ 45 mL BT
TCHLERRE W A 0.5 mLEE BRI , (28 Y& Hk i
50 mg- L', 30 CAERFRIAR G & R 5 do RAREE
BT K VR BEARR A 5 22 75100 mg - L', I35
1E30 CHE R RD G E RS do

W B e — U AR 35 R 0 B VROF T AL R 335 R W i
TR0 R R IL107 1072 107 Fis B 4% 100 w74 A
F AL B RS IR 3L |, 30 CRE 3% =4 WHR AT 0Ly
W0 TRV, MR T TR MR A, BRERCH: o AR R HE R 1Y
FATR VR — 2 T ICHLER A ES TR PR vh aliAk , antt
REZWR, HEIEMAE . PR T 5
B JEHLER B 77 W P 5 2% LA SR IE 2 75 BB LAEE Jy i —
IR AR o aliAb S5 I A DR A TR N 5% 4= A
HEAMRE AR
1.2.2 BRI RGP A

L4345 TR AR TE pH Ry 8.6 B A W) 26 B 2% 4 LA
KR FE R 5% W ASTR] pH #1558 H 14 AR ek, F o
i ERTRAEVE . 7EICHLER 15 732 U i Sty b Eh vk
(0.1%.5% .8% .10% . 15% .20%) F1 pH (5.6.7.8.9.
10.11),121 CKT# 20 min, X5 C o g5 7 i
BE BRI, (0 LU B 50 mg - L7 5 B Al Ak 1 1
I AR B R pH M E5 320, 30 °C . 140 1 min™
PG 75 97, 3 d I W A T8 AR B 98 (ODsoo ) o
ANEEREE3ANER
1.2.3 Sy B HEARXT PAHSs FA# BE J1 50 Hr

PRIV P T B8 BRIV JEBR AT, BT mL i3S
#1100 mL JCHLER 55 3R, (B8 i 229 5 0 50 mg -
LW 0 T R IR 5 35 3R A PR35 DY R
Ko BHEAMT, PRBE ai i bk, e Fh 5 EEmy

TCHLER RE F2 W R, 30 °C L 140 r-min }5 3% 7 d, 5000 r-
min™ B0 5 min, T4, S OB CALER R R
W R, TR L VH B, 3RAT ODeoown fH 29 0.25 Y TR
Bk

A R R X B8 R I [a] BE A B - 0] 35 A EE (WI LR
We B M 50 mg - L) AR I [a] e (W LRHREE A 5 mg- L")
195 mL JCHLER 55 F2 W b, Rl 1 mL A, 30 °C,
140 r-min  WEOGIRZ R, 20 B0 E 0 d F1 7 d B EE T
FIF[al B Bt AR FRE 3T, I FEF B TR
X R
1.2.4 N[R)ER FE A pH 25 14 T 45 18 VR X PAHSs B4 i Ay
PES T

PR Bl 25 [F] 1.2.3,

FEJCAILER 15 77 WA L ffy b R R W (0. 1%
5% 8% .10% . 15% .20% ) F pH(5.6.7.8.9.10.11),
121 CK A 20 min, {215 A T 12 58 B P 1 26 B
{2 B4 100 mg- L7 B TR % 55540
PR N EE &R . B mLIE R ER 2 5 mLi%
B 32 Werh 30 °C, 140 r-min” WEOCIR G H 35, 20 900 5E
0d 17 dBFEER & i,
1.3 St A&
1.3.1 BtR%EE

XoF i 3 ) A TR HEA T IR TR TEAS (A R A B
DI T A PR A (| e e i i 340 S L i
iz £ S N IR | IH B K A | ik iR 80 1R , % fh i
IR FVER K0 5 ), H O 225 (o WA T &
s FI,

T 1 1 1 7 TR IR AC AR R IR AT R
A 4T 16S vRNA J7 4100 22 , 85 7 51115 B % A NCBI
(www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov ) 84 2 71 7 BLAST 43#7 , #k ik
2 B AR5, A MEGA %% £ F1 Neighbor—Joining
DR RGE R BEW, K F RSB 2 d 7, BT E
bootstraps {H “~ 1000, Flavobacterium antarcticum DSM
19726(AT1026) AAMNFE ko
1.3.2 W P EE ORI (a2 5 I

fi1] 2 AR 2 AN A 10 mL 48 1 45% , 180 r+min™!
PRGBS min, 5645 2500 S SR KA HLAH
28 JOIKBRER BN (400 °C,2~3 h) i ERR /K , 2B 2 7k, &
FEFEWOR, TR AT IS O E R 2 1 mL,
S I HPLC ¥ (Agilent—1220 25 20 AR (4,354 ) 5 .
O3 4 AR 10 WL AE 3R 25 °C5 i 1 mL-
min™'5 Jit S AH A KT 2 5 3 S AR B LA O min,
10:90 /K/Z i 51 min, 100% Z i 59 min, 10:90 7K/Z,
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VWD AT K 254 nm. AR EE LU TR
FRAL AT R 3 F R s I a1
Wefie

A [aliE ﬁ%ﬁa@;}::% x 100%

3 Coy O d I BT 14 B8 BRI [a ] BE I S PR 5
CoNT A e BRI a8 IOHE o

2 HERENH

2.1 EERFHSIMPAHsEBENSSLE

DAEE Ry I — Bl DR BB R , 308 o 2% A 1 o ik YR e
B 5 6 S Eh i 5% .pH N 8.6 B JCHLER K5 75w
BT E BB TR, BRI B R R AL A g A b
BRI, R, 55 77 0 ARV iy, 8 B S A 9 )
TR, I K BE . 2R A R ICHLER
ARG IR 5 b a5 U, & e B IR K
AN B AN TR, HLRETE TR v R FEL AR A T P Y TR
¥k, 45 N SYP-1.,SYP-2,SYP-3,SYP-4 SYP-5,
SYP-11, HAETCHLER ARG 57 3 B3R5 d IR B
BEEIE 1 FR

A R A AR 0 BT (R 2) , 455 16S tRNA J
R 80 %68 LU (36 3) , Wl 43 B A TR AR A T 1 480 . 45
R Z oI 3 AFME. L, sYyp-15
fRIR R HF BB (Delftia sp.) W B 224~ B AN 5L N e 51 A
IPEE 99% L) |, SYP-2 SYP-4 I SYP-11 5 AT
J& (Marinobacter sp.) W () 221~ TR Fh 3L K 7 510 A RL

i599% L) I, SYP-3 Fl SYP-5 55 ZEHIHF 14 & ( Bacillus
sp.) Y 22 T CRE R R S0 AH AP 35 99% L) o Jd
1o 5 R R v SRS S T P S AR R G R B R (K
1) o087 & TR A AL, o — 2D g L SYP-1
Delfiia sp. J& , SYP-2.SYP—4 I SYP-11 N Marino-
bacter sp. J& ,SYP-3 F1 SYP-5 4 Bacillus sp. J& o
2.2 Sy EFERAII R

3 RO O AL ER B R WA R B A pHEL, U T
JUT 7 TR %) T R BB M L 5 SR AN R 4 R o BB
SYP-1.SYP-2 . SYP-3 FISYP-11 (ki 4 KA [y

R2 HEERIEBENSNE
Table 2 Physiological-biochemical characteristics of

isolated strains

A BA AR

Physiological-biochemical

SYP SYP SYP SYP SYP SYP
-1 =2 3 -4 -5 -1

characteristics

2 i i S 5 + + + + + +
MG DR ST 26y - - - - - _

TE B 7K Sifp S 0 + - + + - n
NaNOsift J5t 52 i + + + + + _
W JE 7K A S 3 - + + - - _
NaNO,if J§ 52 i - + + n _ _
i AQTREE) - - - - - _
izt + + + + _ +
Ea L) - - + - + _

TE o, B - B

Note: +,Positive ; —, Negative.

R SEERESRE

Table 1 Morphological characteristics of isolated strains

Pk Strains I VETE A HFAE Colony morphology characteristics B TEZSHFE Cell morphology characteristics
SYP-1 R R SR ML IR e E SR ER NS UE &5 S SR FRIR, a2 4
SYp-2 Uil SR LB IR ST FLARFFAR , TC 2 A
SYP-3 UK R B GO, TP SR IR A 254
SYP-4 BHVE ST , A IR o 6 W L 6, e 5%, rh ) ik BUCHFRIR , Ta2r 4
SYP-5 FIVE BTN, h 244K, wh il F- , 1160061 HEAPIR AT 254
SYP-11 SR B, G AR KAFAR, T 2R
&3 16S RNABEEF IS L &R
Table 3 Alignment results of 16S rRNA sequences
M Pk Strains 55 Accession No. [/ 5% %1] Homologous bacterial sequence ARLLE Similarity/%
SYP-1 MH698841 Delftia lacustris strain TACR2(MH333093.1) 99
SYP-2 MH698842 Marinobacter lipolyticus strain KB2-32(KX108876.1) 99
SYP-3 MH698843 Bacillus sp. strain SZ087(KU986689.1) 99
SYP-4 MH698844 Uncultured Marinobacter sp. clone B158(EU328041.1) 99
SYP-5 MH698845 Bacillus niabensis strain 45(KT962921.1) 99
SYP-11 MH698846 Marinobacter lipolyticus strain SM—19(NR_025671.1) 99
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100

100

tz[
97

100 [~ P

71

100

SYP-3

SYP-5

SYP-11

Marinobacter guineae M3B"(AM503093)

Marinobacter adhaerens HP15"(CP001978)

3~ Marinobacter flavimaris SW—145"(AY517632)
Marinobacter gudaonensis CGMCC 1.629 4"(jgi.1057972)

Marinobacter segnicrescens SSO11B1-4"(EF157832)

Marinobacter confluentis HIM-18"(KR868709)

Marinobacter halotolerans CP12"(LC009417)

Marinobacter lipolyticus SM1 9"(ASAD01000031)
SYP-4
SYP-2

elftia rhizosphaerae RA6'(KY075818)
Delftia litopenaei wsw—7"(GU721027)

Delfiia tsuruhatensis NBRC 16741"(JOUB01000005 )

SYP-1

0.05

70] Delfiia lacustris LMG 24775"(jgi.1102360)
68! Delfiia tsuruhatensis NBRC 16741"(BCT001000107)

— Bacillus salsus A24"(HQ433466)
100

Bacillus litoralis SW-211"(AY608605)

Bacillus niabensis 4T19"(AY998119)
Bacillus halosaccharovoras E33"(HQ433447)

Flavobacterium antarcticum DSM 19726"( AT1026)

1 EF 168 RNA BEEFIINRGLZER
Figure 1 Phylogenetic tree of 16S rRNA sequences

x4 S EERETER R

Table 4 Salt and alkali resistance properties of the isolated strains

LS

Strains

QESSNERE

Growth salinity range/%

RRIGEKERE

Optimum growth salinity/%

Al A=K pH YL
Growth pH range Optimum growth pH

feidi 4K pH

SYP-1
SYP-2
SYP-3
SYP-4
SYP-5
SYP-11

0~20
0~20
0~20
0~15
0~15
0~20

5

oo o0 o W W

5~10 10
5~10 9
5~10 9
5~10 9
5~10 10
5~10 9

0~20% , [ ¥k SYP-4 F1 SYP-5 fit) £ & A= K JL [l b 0~
15%., SYP-1.SYP-2 Il SYP-3 ff) fic i 2k K £ B ik
5% ,SYP-4 SYP-5 Fl1 SYP-11 it fieidi A K Eh 5 ik 8% .
6 PR TR 2 1] 7E pH Ry 5~10 A9 FR8E P A= K B RR SYP-1
I SYP-5 19 fcid A= & pH Ry 10, B kK SYP-2 .SYP-3,
SYP-4 FISYP-11 iz A4 pH 1 9.
2.3 FBHEHRXTEE R F (2] BE O PE R BE

W& BRR RN 2 23 51 5 A EE (50 mg - L) FIPR I
[a]EE (5 mg- L) A9 TCHL L 5 72 W, W57 LX) PAH
FIRE RSO . a5 BRI (E 2),7 dJF , 45 BT EE A
HRIF[altE A AN [FIRE B R A , Horh SYP-3 X e B
B f i, 185 68.8% 5 FHLUR 435I A SYP-2 FI SYP-
4, ] i EE () B il 2435 52.3% F151.0%, SYP-1,SYP-
11 F1SYP-5 A i ¢ (Y B i 2R 433l 3% 48.1% .42.7% Fil

42.3%; SYP =11 Xf 4 3 [a] BE 1Y B i 805 e v, 36 5
49.4% ; FLR A3 R SYP-2 FI SYP-4 , i % I [a]EE 1 [
fift R 3k 44.2% K1 41.4%. SYP-3 . SYP-5 Fl SYP-1 A
2RI [a] B W R 23200 501K 34.5% . 27.7% F127.0%
2.4 AEEHEF pH F£H T HERIT PAHs P #RSE
ZEG IR BT AR I [a]BE (O R AR RE T, 16 1]
SYP-2.SYP-3 .SYP-4 I SYP-11 X 4 kX & F14 3F:
[a]tE B HL A 4 R B AP BE T B TR AR , R 9 1 S [R) Sk B A
pH Z5 4 A B8 RO A5
2.4.1 AN[FFLEESMH T RN PAHSs FEAf 7
TERE U E Jy 50 mg- L', pH 4 8.6, £h B~ 0~15%
1 30 BBl Y, T8 Bk SYP-2 .SYP-3 . SYP—4 HI SYP-11 %I
EE MR MR ACR AN 3 fir R o AT LA Y, 4 PR T8 X BE %
L)Y A B S PR R = i M . TR SYP-2
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JWHAF , 55 VBR8P AHs [ iff 12 1) 0 25 B LR g R PRI 52 1285

FE 5% 1 ER B 4540 T X I R i R 35 51 80.19% 5 SY P-
3TE 19%~15% B 5 BE 25 11 % XF 6 19 R i 280 % 16
58.8%~68.8% ; SYP—4 1E 0~10% Ik 5 2514 F % EE 1Y
FEfR ORI A B 22 5% fEIRER VU I | v B AR
K] 57.3%~68.8% ; SYP—11 1E 1%~10% ) £h & 75 [
XS BB AICR O B 22 5% % 4R 8 45 F R EE B %
i 3K 66.2%~76.4% .
2.4.2 AN[F pH 24T BT PAHSs 1 R R
TEVEUR S R 50 mg - L', 3R 0 5%, pH R 5~10 119
T Bl PN, B PR SYP-2.SYP-3.SYP-4 Fl SYP-11 X% i
() A S SR N 4 iR o AT LA Y 76 5~10 19 pH
FEL PN, 4 R TR G B8 2 1A RAF M R R . HLAOk
B Wi R R R AL TP e pH 8~9 FYE I Y, I
HE bk SYP-2 SYP-3 FlI SYP-4 7E pH iy 9 i %o £ 4[5
fif# 3 51K 59.9% . 64.9% 1 65.5%; SYP-11 7E pH Jy
8 I X B I R 1K 69.6% o

[ % JF[a]t benzo(a)pyrene
a

=

80 O £ pyrene

60

(&
c d d
40 - d
e e
e
20 - Hf
0 | |

CK  SYP-1 SYP-2 SYP-3 SYP-4 SYP-5 SYP-11
Tk Strains
B2 BERRITEFE I [a|EBIBEFREE

Figure 2 Degradation effects of different strains on pyrene

[#4# K Degradation extents/%

and benzo(a)pyrene

100 O syp-2 [@SYP-3  EASYP-4

ab i ab
80 bed a ,
abb P ]; : Iab Ia Ta? oL cd® b

d IIll :d[ N I; -] b

SYP-11

a
T ab

(]

60

40

[ fi7 % Degradation extents/%
NANNN

0 1 5 8 10 15
EhpE Salinity/%
3 AEEEZGTERI EERIPEER
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